Dear Jim, relet 21 , Plesaer, Bazelon and apoctro decision, I think it is clear that 
Bazalon was chiding Levanthal because the court had, in fact, decided to rewrite 
the law and could not face it3 prior decisions and still do this. We discussed this 
in discussing the basis for petitioning for a rehearing under the riles and I am now 
of the belief that we were correct. The reason is not clear, but I - fcMnir fear is one, 
fear of shock to the country at this juncture another, etc. Plesser's case is ano- 
ther in which the law for disclosure is interpreted as a law for suppression even 
where it is not the law involved in the litigation, ^his pef suades me even mreo that 
I am correct in believing our moves must include the frontal, head on. I hope others 
come to agree because I think it is the only chance of winning. HW 1 2/24/73 


